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SETTLEMENT AND RELEASE AGREEMENT 

This Settlement and Release Agreement (“Agreement”) is made and entered into by and 

among the California State Coastal Conservancy (“CSCC”), The Wildlands Conservancy 

(“TWC”), California Trout (“CalTrout”), L. D. O’Rourke Foundation (“LDOF”), and Russ 

Ranch & Timber Company LLC, L&K Russ Cattle and Ranch Company LLC, Jack Russ, Linda 

Russ, and Jay Russ (collectively, “Russ Parties”).  CSCC, TWC, CalTrout, LDOF, and the Russ 

Parties are each sometimes referred to as “Party” and collectively as “Parties” in this Agreement.  

RECITALS 

This Agreement is made with reference to and in consideration of the following facts and 

representations: 

A. The Parties to this Agreement are the parties to a lawsuit styled Jack Russ, et al. v. 

California State Coastal Conservancy, et al., Humboldt County Superior Court (Case No. 

CV170269) (“Action”), which challenges CSCC’s February 2, 2017 certification of the Final 

Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”) for the Eel River Estuary and Centerville Slough 

Enhancement Project (“Project”) and related Project approvals under the California 

Environmental Quality Act, Public Resources Code section 21000 et seq. (“CEQA”). 

B. On May 23, 2017, the Parties and their counsel attended the settlement conference 

required by Public Resources Code section 21167.8. 

C. Based on discussions at the settlement conference and further discussions between 

the Parties and their counsel and technical consultants, each Party now desires to enter into this 

Agreement for the purpose of resolving all claims relating to the Action. 

AGREEMENT 

 NOW, THEREFORE, in reliance on the above recitals, which are true and correct, and in 

consideration of the mutual covenants, conditions, and releases set forth below, and for other 

good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are hereby acknowledged, 

the Parties agree as follows: 

1.   Boundary Survey.  TWC and LDOF agree to a survey of the boundary between 

their properties in the Project area by Ronald Hunt, with each party to pay fifty percent (50%) of 

the cost of the survey.  The survey is currently being conducted pursuant to Mr. Hunt’s proposal, 

attached hereto as Exhibit A, except that the starting point of the survey is at a surveyed point 

located outside the boundaries of the TWC and LDOF properties that is acceptable to both TWC 

and LDOF.  TWC and LDOF agree (a) not to contest the boundary line identified in the survey, 

and (b) to meet and confer in a good-faith attempt to resolve any disagreements arising out of the 

newly established property line, prior to pursuing any remedies otherwise available, including 

equitable and legal remedies.  
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2. Technical Scope of Work to Facilitate Revised Drainage Easement.   

 (a) CSCC shall implement the Technical Scope of Work attached hereto as 

Exhibit B, including funding of the specified work to be performed by CSCC’s consultant, GHD, 

in consultation with LDOF and the Russ Parties’ consultant, O’Connor Environmental, Inc. 

(“OEI”).  LDOF and the Russ Parties shall bear all costs associated with OEI’s work, but shall 

have no responsibility for the costs associated with GHD’s work or CSCC’s obligations.   

 (b) All Parties shall cooperate in a good-faith effort to complete the Technical 

Scope of Work, with the goal of facilitating the preparation and implementation of a revised 

version of the October 20, 2008 drainage easement that currently addresses rights and obligations 

pertaining to properties owned and operated by TWC, LDOF, and the Russ Parties (“Drainage 

Easement”), attached hereto as Exhibit C.   

 (c) Each of CSCC’s obligations under the Technical Scope of Work shall be 

completed by the dates specified therein, unless CSCC issues a Force Majeure Notification under 

Paragraph 21 of this Agreement, in which case the date of completion shall be set pursuant to the 

procedures set forth in Paragraph 21.   

 3.  Future Compliance with CEQA.  At least 60 days prior to initiation of Project 

construction, but no earlier than February 28, 2018, CSCC shall:   

  

  (a)  evaluate all new information, changes to the Project, and changed 

circumstances since the date of certification of the Project EIR, including, without limitation: 

i. the completed survey of the boundary between the TWC and LDOF 

properties specified in Paragraph 1 of this Agreement, to the extent it 

impacts the ability to construct the Project solely on TWC’s property, 

as currently planned and approved; 

ii. the results of the modelling and analysis prepared pursuant to the 

Technical Scope of Work; 

iii. any other new hydrologic/hydraulic modelling or analysis related to 

the Project; and  

iv. any proposed modifications or changes to the Project design or 

operations plan; and 

  

  (b)  based on the evaluation specified in Paragraph 3(a), above, prepare a 

written determination as to whether a subsequent EIR, subsequent negative declaration, 

supplemental EIR, or an addendum should be prepared—taking into account relevant 

requirements of the CEQA statute, CEQA Guidelines sections 15162, 15163, and 15164, and 

judicial decisions interpreting the CEQA statute and Guidelines—and provide this written 

determination to LDOF and the Russ Parties, regardless of whether the determination is released 

for review by the general public.   

 

After providing the written determination to LDOF and the Russ Parties specified in Paragraph 

3(b), above, CSCC shall not be obligated to provide additional written determinations to LDOF 

and the Russ Parties unless CSCC concludes that applicable law requires it to prepare a 

subsequent EIR, subsequent negative declaration, supplemental EIR, or an addendum.  Other 



 

Page 3 of 9  

than preparing and providing the written determination(s) described above to LDOF and the 

Russ Parties, this Paragraph 3 does not impose on CSCC any legal obligations beyond what 

applicable law already requires.   

 

 4. Notice to LDOF and Russ Parties.  CSCC shall promptly notify LDOF and the 

Russ Parties of any new hydrologic/hydraulic modelling or analysis related to the Project and 

any proposed modifications or changes to the Project design or operations plan.  Such notice 

shall include copies of all relevant technical documents or, if the documents are voluminous, 

access to an electronic repository or file-share site where the documents may be viewed and 

downloaded.   

 

 5. Dismissal.  Within 10 days of the date of execution of this Agreement by all 

Parties, LDOF and the Russ Parties shall file with the Humboldt County Superior Court a request 

for dismissal of the Action, with prejudice and as to the entire Action (all parties and all causes 

of action).  LDOF and the Russ Parties shall request conformed copies of the dismissal as 

entered by the court clerk and shall provide such conformed copies to the other Parties promptly 

upon receipt. 

 

 6. Releases.   

 

  (a) Each Party, on its own behalf and on behalf of its officers, directors, 

employees, shareholders, parents, subsidiaries, affiliates, predecessors, successors, assigns, 

estates, heirs, agents, attorneys, consultants, insurers, and other representatives, hereby releases, 

acquits, and forever discharges all other Parties and their officers, directors, employees, 

shareholders, parents, subsidiaries, affiliates, predecessors, successors, assigns, estates, heirs, 

agents, attorneys, consultants, insurers, and other representatives from any and all claims, 

actions, causes of action, liabilities, obligations, demands, and losses which arise from or pertain 

to the alleged noncompliance with CEQA asserted in the Action with respect to the Project EIR 

and related Project approvals, including, without limitation, all equitable and injunctive relief, 

damages, penalties, fees (including fees of attorneys, experts, and others), costs, expenses, and 

any other sum incurred or claimed or which could have been claimed in the Action by any Party.   

 

  (b) It is understood and agreed by the Parties that the claims released in 

Paragraph 6(a) of this Agreement include all claims of every nature and kind whatsoever, 

whether known or unknown, suspected, or unsuspected, and all rights under section 1542 of the 

California Civil Code are hereby expressly waived.  Section 1542 provides as follows: 

A general release does not extend to claims which the creditor does not 

know or suspect to exist in his or her favor at the time of executing the 

Release, which if known by him or her must have materially affected his 

or her settlement with the debtor. 

 

The Parties acknowledge that they may hereafter discover facts different from, or in addition to, 

those which they now know or believe to be true with respect to the released claims, and the 

Parties agree that this Agreement, including, without limitation, the releases contained herein, 

shall be and remain effective in all respects notwithstanding such different or additional facts or 

the discovery thereof. 
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  (c)   Notwithstanding any other provision of this Agreement, the releases 

specified in Paragraph 6(a) of this Agreement shall not extend to any claims arising out of or 

related to: 

i. the Project’s compliance with CEQA or other applicable local, state, 

and federal laws and regulations following certification of the Project 

EIR and related Project approvals on February 2, 2017; 

ii. the property boundary established between the TWC and LDOF 

properties, as identified in the survey specified in Paragraph 1 of this 

Agreement; 

iii. the existing Drainage Easement; 

iv. access to the TWC property over property owned by Harville Ranch, 

LLC, including access pursuant to the easement contained in the May 

9, 1941 deed recorded on the properties;  

v. construction or operation of the Project in a manner that results in 

injury or damage to property, a taking of property, other impairment of 

property rights, or a flood, human health, or environmental hazard; or 

vi. enforcement of this Agreement. 

 

 7. No Admissions/Non-Admissibility of Agreement.  This Agreement pertains to 

disputed claims and is a result of compromise.  As such, it does not constitute and shall not be 

deemed an admission of liability by any Party or offered into evidence in any legal proceeding as 

proof of liability of any Party with respect to the Action or any claims released pursuant to 

Paragraph 6 of this Agreement.  This Agreement shall not be offered or received into evidence in 

any action or proceeding for any purpose whatsoever, except in an action to enforce the 

provisions of the Agreement, or to preclude TWC or LDOF from contesting the boundary line 

identified in the survey specified in Paragraph 1 of this Agreement. 

 

 8. Successors and Assigns. This Agreement shall be binding on the Parties, their 

successors-in-interest and assigns, and successors-in-title to the parcels and other real property 

owned by TWC, LDOF, and the Russ Parties that are subject to the Drainage Easement and/or 

the provisions of Paragraph 1 of this Agreement.  Within 30 days of the Effective Date, TWC, 

LDOF, and the Russ Parties shall each record this Agreement against the title to any parcel or 

other real property they respectively own that is subject to the Drainage Easement and/or the 

provisions of Paragraph 1 of this Agreement.   

 

 9. No Effect on Other Rights and Obligations.  Except as specifically provided in 

this Agreement, this Agreement shall not affect any of the rights and obligations of the Parties,  

their successors-in-interest and assigns, or the successors-in-title to the properties owned by 

TWC, LDOF and the Russ Parties that are subject to the Drainage Easement and/or the 

provisions of Paragraph 1 of this Agreement.  In particular, and without limiting the above 

provision, this Agreement shall not limit or affect: 

 

  a.  the rights and obligations of TWC and LDOF with respect to the boundary 

between their properties identified in the survey specified in Paragraph 1 of this Agreement; 
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  b. the rights and obligations of parties under the Drainage Easement, or on 

the ability of those parties to pursue any remedies otherwise available, including equitable and 

legal remedies, with respect to that Drainage Easement; and 

 

  c. any rights that LDOF or the Russ Parties may possess, under CEQA or 

otherwise, to challenge either (i) CSCC’s determination under Paragraph 3(b) of this Agreement, 

or (ii) the Project’s compliance with CEQA or any other local, state, or federal law or regulation, 

based on facts arising after the date of certification of the Project EIR (February 2, 2017).   

 

 10. Legal Advice.  Each Party represents that it has sought and obtained any 

legal advice it deems necessary from counsel and representatives of choice before entering into 

this Agreement and that this Agreement shall not be construed for or against any Party based on 

its participation in drafting this Agreement.  Nothing in this Agreement shall be deemed to create 

a partnership, joint venture, or principal and agent relationship between or among any of the 

Parties. 

 

 11. Amendment.  Neither this Agreement, nor any of its provisions, may be waived, 

modified, amended, or terminated except by an instrument in writing signed by the Parties, and 

then only to the extent set forth in such writing. 

 

 12. Severability.  If any provision of this Agreement is deemed to be invalid, void, or 

illegal by a court of competent jurisdiction, such provision shall be construed and amended in a 

manner which would permit its enforcement, to the extent feasible, but in no event shall the 

validity of such provision affect, impair, or invalidate any other provision of this Agreement, and 

the remainder of this Agreement shall remain in full force and effect.  

 

 13.  Entire Agreement.  This Agreement contains all of the terms and conditions 

agreed upon by the Parties and supersedes any and all prior and contemporaneous agreements, 

negotiations, correspondence, understandings and communications of the Parties, whether oral or 

written, respecting the subject matter of this Agreement. 

 

 14. Governing Law.  This Agreement shall be construed in accordance with the laws 

of the State of California, without regard to choice-of-law principles. 

 

 15. Interpretation.  This Agreement is the product of negotiation and preparation by 

and among each Party hereto and its respective counsel.  Accordingly, this Agreement will not 

be deemed prepared or drafted by one Party or another, and should be construed accordingly. 

 

 16. Cooperation.  Each Party agrees to make good faith, reasonable efforts to 

effectuate the purposes of this Agreement. 

 

 17. No Third-Party Beneficiaries.  This Agreement does not create, and will not be 

construed to create, any rights enforceable by any person who is not a Party to this Agreement. 

 

 18. No Assignment.  Except as provided in this Agreement, the obligations of the 

Parties under this Agreement may not be assigned, or otherwise transferred, except by operation 
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of law, without the prior written consent of the Parties, which consent shall not be unreasonably 

withheld.  In no event shall any Party’s approved assignment of any aspect of this Agreement 

relieve such Party of its obligations under this Agreement. 

 

 19. Enforcement.  Before any action is filed in court to enforce this Agreement or 

resolve any disagreement or claim under the Agreement (“Dispute”), the Parties shall promptly 

meet and confer in good faith in an attempt to resolve the Dispute.  If meet and confer efforts do 

not resolve the Dispute, the Dispute shall be submitted for mediation.  If the parties cannot agree 

on a mediator, the Dispute shall be submitted to the Judicial Arbitration and Mediation Service 

(“JAMS”), with the mediator to be selected by JAMS.  The mediation shall take place in Eureka, 

California, or another location mutually agreed by the Parties.  If the Dispute is not resolved at 

mediation, any Party may file an action in Humboldt County Superior Court to enforce this 

Agreement with respect to the Dispute, to the fullest extent authorized by law and equity.  The 

prevailing Party in any such action shall be entitled to an award of reasonable attorneys’ fees and 

costs incurred. 

 

 20. Waiver and Estoppel.  No waiver will be implied by delay or any other act or 

omission of a Party.  No waiver of any provision or breach of this Agreement shall be effective 

unless such waiver is in writing and signed by the waiving party, and any such waiver shall not 

be deemed a waiver of any other provision or breach of this Agreement.  No Party shall be 

estopped from enforcing any provision of this Agreement, unless the Party has agreed to such 

estoppel in a writing signed by the Party. 

 

 21. Force Majeure.  A force majeure event is any event outside the reasonable control 

of a Party that causes a delay in performing actions required by this Agreement that cannot be 

cured by due diligence (including, for example, unilateral delay or inaction by another Party or a 

third party).  Delay in performance of an action required by this Agreement caused by a force 

majeure event is not a failure to comply with the terms of this Agreement, provided that as soon 

as reasonably possible, but in any event no later than five days after the occurrence of the event, 

the Party invoking force majeure notifies the other Parties of the event, the steps that the 

invoking Party will take to perform the action, and the projected time that will be needed to 

complete the action (“Force Majeure Notification”).  The Parties agree to promptly meet and 

confer in good faith concerning the Force Majeure Notification, and the invoking Party shall 

have the burden of establishing that it could not reasonably have been expected to avoid, and 

which by exercise of due diligence has been unable to overcome, the force majeure event.  If that 

burden is met, the time for performance shall be extended for a reasonable period of time 

following the force majeure event.  If a dispute arises under this paragraph, each Party shall have 

the right to seek enforcement as provided in Paragraph 19 of this Agreement.   

 22. Notices.  All notices, requests, demands, or other communications made 

pursuant to this Agreement shall be in writing and shall be delivered to the following persons 

both (a) by personal service, overnight delivery, or first class mail (postage prepaid), and (2) by 

email: 
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 To LDOF and/or Russ Parties:   L.D. O’Rourke Foundation 

      Attn:  Don Hindley, Manager 

      P.O. Box 877 

      Ferndale, CA 95536 

      donhindley@frontier.com 

 

      and 

 

      Russ Family Parties/Entities 

      P.O. Box 1437 

      Ferndale, CA 95536 

      landjruss@gmail.com 

      jruss@humboldt1.com 

      l2russ@aol.com 

  

      and 

 

Donald Sobelman 

Downey Brand LLP 

455 Market Street, Suite 1500 

San Francisco, CA 94105 

dsobelman@downeybrand.com 

 

 

 To CSCC:    California State Coastal Conservancy 

Attn: Michael Bowen 

1515 Clay Street, 10th Floor 

Oakland, CA  94612 

Michael.bowen@scc.ca.gov 

Jeannette.macmillan@scc.ca.gov 

 

 

 To TWC:    David Myers 

      The Wildlands Conservancy 

      Executive Headquarters 

      39611 Oak Glen Rd. Bldg. 12 

      Oak Glen, CA 92399 

      dm@twc-ca.org 

 

      and 

 

      Dan York 

      Wind Wolves Preserve 

      16019 Maricopa Highway 

      Bakersfield, CA 93311 

      dan.y@twc-ca.org 
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 To CalTrout:    Darren Mierau 

615 11th Street 

Arcata, CA 95521 

DMierau@caltrout.org 

 

and 

 

Walter “Redgie” Collins 

360 Pine Street 

San Francisco, CA 94104 

      rcollins@caltrout.org 

 

Any changes of address or addressees for any Party shall be communicated in the manner 

described above for giving notices. 

 

 23. Captions/Headings.  All captions and headings in this Agreement are inserted 

solely for convenience and shall not be deemed to restrict or limit the meaning of the text. 

 

 24. Authority to Execute Agreement.  Each person signing this Agreement on behalf 

of an entity warrants that he or she has authority to execute the Agreement and to thereby bind 

the Party on whose behalf he or she is signing to the terms contained in this Agreement.   

 

 25. Counterparts and Electronic Signatures.  This Agreement may be executed in 

duplicate or counterparts, each of which is deemed as an original.  Electronic signatures and 

copies of handwritten signatures transmitted by facsimile, email, or other form of reproduction 

shall be deemed original signatures. 

 

 26. Effective Date.  This Agreement shall become effective on the date on which the 

Agreement has been fully executed by all Parties. 

 

 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have executed this Agreement below: 

[SIGNATURES ON NEXT PAGE] 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 





California State Coastal Conservancy 

By: 

Date: 

Samuel Schuchat 
Executive Officer 

California Trout 

By: Curtis Knight 
Executive Director 

Date: 

Russ Ranch &Timber Company LLC 

By: Lane Russ 

Date: 

Jack Russ 

Date: 

Jay Russ 

Date: 

Date: l( - / 6 - Z,/0 I '+-

L. D. O'Rourke Foundation

By: 

Date: 

Don Hindley 
Manager 

L&K Russ Cattle and Ranch Company LLC 

By: Lane Russ 

Date: 

Linda Russ 

Date: 

Page 9 of 9 











 

 

Exhibit A 





 

 

Exhibit B 



EXHIBIT B – TECHNICAL SCOPE OF WORK 

Page 1 of 2  

1) CSCC shall complete the tasks identified in this Paragraph 1 no later than 10 days following the Effective Date, except as specified: Using the existing MIKE FLOOD model developed by GHD, CSCC shall run scenarios with the 10-year storm event (inflow boundary conditions from BODR Figure 5-16) and the tide gates closed from the beginning of the simulation until 48 hours after the peak inflows have occurred.  Evaluate the scenario for existing conditions and for proposed conditions with: a. Inner Marsh initial water level of 4-ft and 2.5-ft initial water level in and projected up-gradient from Cutoff Slough.   b. Flooded terrain to 4-ft elevation in the Inner Marsh and upgradient areas.  c. GHD may develop additional model scenarios at its discretion. CSCC shall provide OEI with access to model, inputs and outputs, either through transmittal of model files or interactively during a virtual meeting between GHD and OEI staff, such that OEI may (a) review the underlying DEM and the structure of the flexible mesh used to define model elements, and (b) observe flow and flood dynamics as they vary in time through the model domain.  Not subject to the deadline specified above, OEI shall have the option to obtain model files for additional review.    2) A. Water Level Monitoring Stations:  installation and pre-Project operation Within 30 days of the Effective Date, but no later than December 15, 2017, CSCC shall install and begin operation of Project water level monitoring stations (WLMSs) in locations C-F described in Exhibit D.   The water level data from these WLMSs, and from the WLMSs already installed and operating in locations A and B in Exhibit D, shall be collected by CSCC and timely provided to LDOF and the Russ Parties, to establish a baseline correlation between existing water elevations at monitoring stations inside and outside the tide gates during the time period prior to Project operation.    B. Water Level Monitoring Stations:  operation and maintenance during Project operation CSCC shall continue to monitor, operate, and maintain the WLMSs specified in Paragraph 2(A), above, during Project operation, to document conditions and allow for analysis for evidence of changes in the correlation and/or depth or duration of inundation indicative of improving or worsening flooding conditions.  The water level data collected from these WLMSs and any other Project WLMSs shall be timely provided to LDOF and the Russ Parties.  CSCC’s obligation under this Paragraph 2(B) with respect to the WLMSs in locations A-F described in Exhibit D (and any other Project WLMSs) shall terminate on June 1 of the 5th year following initiation of Project operation, unless otherwise extended or terminated by mutual agreement of the Parties.  During Project operation and before Project operation, CSCC is only obligated to replace the WLMSs in locations A-F two times.  3) CSCC shall complete the following tasks identified in this Paragraph 3 no later than 20 days following the Effective Date: CSCC shall prepare and provide to OEI three Project monitoring cross sections where sedimentation is most likely to occur along Russ Creek between the south property line and the proposed Russ Creek/Centerville Slough confluence, at least two cross sections in the upper 3,000-ft reach of the Western Drainage Ditch, and two cross-sections on the LDOF property where flows from Russ Creek could potentially cause sedimentation.  The location of monitoring cross sections may be informed by modeling performed under Item 5 below.  
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 4) CSCC shall complete the tasks identified in this Paragraph 4 no later than 20 days following the Effective Date: CSCC shall clarify the definition of the trigger thresholds of 25% change in channel geometry and 20% change in the marsh/floodplain by developing and providing OEI with a graphical example of a cross section along Russ Creek adjacent to the SMA comparing as-built conditions and a hypothetical depositional change of 25% in the channel and 20% in the SMA.  CSCC shall develop and provide OEI with a second graphical example of a 20% change in the marsh/floodplain for a location in the Inner Marsh.    5) CSCC shall complete the tasks identified in this Paragraph 5 no later than 10 days following the Effective Date, except as specified:   CSCC shall develop a MIKE FLOOD model scenario for existing conditions and proposed Project conditions as described in Paragraph 1(a), above, but with a 25% depositional change in channel geometry in the 2,500-ft reach of Russ Creek below the south property line.  CSCC shall provide OEI with access to model, inputs and outputs, either through transmittal of model files or interactively during a virtual meeting between GHD and OEI staff, such that OEI may (a) review the underlying DEM and the structure of the flexible mesh used to define model elements, and (b) observe flow and flood dynamics as they vary in time through the model domain.  Not subject to the deadline specified above, OEI shall have the option to request model files for additional review. If the model scenario reveals significant increases in water levels or inundation extent upstream of the south property line, alternative lower percent changes shall be specified and modeled to determine an appropriate threshold of changed channel geometry.    
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November 2, 2017 

To Michael Bowen, California State Coastal Conservancy (CSCC) 

From Jeremy Svehla (GHD)  

Greg Kamman (Kamman Hydrology & Engineering, Inc.) 

Tel 707.443.8326 

Subject Eel River Estuary and Centerville Slough Enhancement 
Project – Response to Exhibit B  

Job no. 11146300-02 

 

This memorandum provides a summary response to Items 2 and 3 of Exhibit B – Technical Scope of Work 
for the Eel River Estuary and Centerville Slough Enhancement Project (Project) settlement agreement. 
 

2) CSCC to provide written commitment to installation of Project water level monitoring stations in Russ Creek, the Western 

Drainage, and a slough on the LDOF property.    Exact locations for these water level monitoring stations to be determined 

via consultation between the Parties and GHD/OEI, which shall include consideration of the feasibility of sites for 

installation and maintenance of equipment, including the need for any access agreements for proposed monitoring sites on 

LDOF and/or the Russ Parties’ property.  GHD will provide a proposal for three monitoring station sites on behalf of CSCC 

for review and concurrence by OEI on behalf of the Russ Parties and LDOF.  To the extent feasible, these monitoring 

stations shall be in locations where water levels are expected to be influenced by a combination of both fluvial and tidal 

processes.   The water level data from these monitoring stations would be collected to establish a baseline correlation 

between existing water elevations at monitoring stations in-side and out-side the tide gates.  Monitoring of the proposed 

stations during Project operation would document conditions and allow for analysis for evidence of changes in the 

correlation and/or depth or duration of inundation indicative of improving or worsening flooding conditions.  

 
3) CSCC to provide written commitment to including at least three Project monitoring cross sections where sedimentation is 

most likely to occur along Russ Creek between the south property line and the proposed Russ Creek/Centerville Slough 

confluence, at least two cross sections in the upper 3,000-ft reach of the Western Drainage Ditch, and two cross-sections 

on the LDOF property where flows from Russ Creek could potentially cause sedimentation.  The location of monitoring 

cross sections may be informed by modeling performed under Item 5 below.  

 

In response to Items 2 and 3, attached Figure A was developed in collaboration with The Wildlands 

Conservancy (TWC) and SCC and presented to OEI on October 13, 2017. Figure A depicts the proposed 

water level monitoring locations (yellow circles, A-F) and the proposed cross-section monitoring locations 

(white labels, 1-13), respectively. In regards to Item 2, water level monitoring at locations A and B have been 

ongoing and will continue post project implementation. Water level monitoring at locations C-F will 

commence prior to implementation and will continue post-project implementation. Access to the water level 

monitoring locations to retrieve data and conduct gage maintenance could be seasonally limited due to flood 

conditions prior to project implementation. These conditions and access are anticipated to improve post-

project. In regards to Item 3, cross-section monitoring will commence following implementation and will be 

conducted in accordance to the frequency defined in the AMP, which is annually and during the dry season. 

The proposed monitoring locations exceed the quantity requested in Exhibit B and are intended to inform 
management/maintenance practices as previously defined in the Project Adaptive Management Plan (AMP) 
for achievement of long-term comprehensive project goals. The data collected will be compiled and 
discussed in an annual report then shared with project stakeholders as part of the AMP process. 
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